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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claim 1-3 1 are presented for examination. Claims 30 and 3 1 have been amended. 

Drawings 

2. Objections withdrawn in light of the amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3 . Rejections withdrawn in light of the amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1-4, 10-14, 17, 20, 27, 30, 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 5,963,920 to Rose. 

Referring to claims 1, 11, 17, 20, Rose teaches a system and method for automated 
replenishment notification for manufacturing pieces (whole document), the system and method 
comprising: 

a plurality of gravity feed racks with manufacturing pieces positioned thereon (See cover 

figure); 

(b) sensors adjacent to the gravity feed racks, the sensors positioned to sense a presence 
of manufacturing pieces on the gravity feed racks (Abstract; cover figure; Col. 4, lines 8-24; 
element 38); and 

(c) a first processor connected with the sensors (Col. 5, lines 21-30), the first processor 
operable to automatically generate and send an electronic order to a supplier of manufacturing 
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pieces in response to a signal from the sensors indicating a lack of the manufacturing piece and 
operable to communicate the order to a second processor (Col. 5, lines 30-64); 

wherein there are plural racks (cover figure); and a computer generates orders, 
independently, for respective types of items on different racks when the racks that have said 
components need to be replenished (Col. 3, lines 51 - Col. 4, liiie 8). 

Referring to claim 2, Rose teaches the method of claim 1, comprising positioning a 
plurality of containers each having a plurality of manufacturing pieces and wherein (b) 
comprises sensing removal of a container (Col. 3, lines 62-63). 

Referring to claim 3, Rose teaches the method of Claim 1 wherein (b) comprises sensing 
when a position along the gravity feed rack is free of manufacturing pieces (Col. 4, lines 8-57). 

Referring to claims 4, 14, Rose teaches the method of Claim 1 wherein (b) comprises 
sensing with a spring activated mechanical switch (element 38; Col. 4, lines 8-24). 

Referring to claim 10, Rose teaches the method of Claim 1 wherein (a) comprises 
positioning a plurality of the manufacturing pieces to sequentially feed to a lower position on the 
gravity feed rack and wherein (b) comprises sensing at a position higher than the lower position 
on the gravity feed rack (Col. 4, lines 8 - Col. 5, line 20). 

Referring to claim 12, Rose teaches the gravity feed rack comprises a plurality of rollers, 
the sensor positioned between two to of the plurality of rollers (element 38; See cover figure, 
rollers are elements 32). 

Referring to claims 13, Rose teaches a system of Claim 11, wherein the sensor is 
positioned to sense at a location along the gravity feed rack such that the lack of the 
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manufacturing piece is sensed while another manufacturing piece is present below the location 
(See the cover figure; Col. 4, lines 26-57). 

Referring to claim 27, Rose teaches (b) and (c) are tracked (Col. 6, lines 33-42). 

Referring to claim 30, Rose teaches setting a priority level for the electronic notification 
based in part on said time period (Col. 6, lines 14 -21). 

Referring to claim 31, Rose teaches the system is a demand pull system (Col. 6, line 61 - 
Col. 7, line 12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 5, 15, 18, 29, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Pat. No. 5,963,920 to Rose as applied to claims 1-4, 10-14, 17, 20, 27, 30, 31 above, and further 
in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,341,271 to Salvo (supplied by applicant). 

Referring to claims 5, 15, 18, 29, Rose teaches all the limitations disclosed above, and 
Rose teaches transmitting to order to a supplier via a modem (Col. 5, lines 38-49), however. 

Rose fails to teach wirelessly sending first and second e-mails, respectively, to first and second 
suppliers, respectively, the first supplier different than the second supplier, (d) and (e) performed 
without user activation of the sending. 

However, referring to claims 5, 15, 18, 29, Salvo teaches analogous art, wherein order are 
placed automatically for suppliers by wirelessly sending e-mails, respectively, to suppliers, 
respectively, the suppliers being different, (d) and (e) performed without user activation of the 
sending (Abstract, lines 10-12; Col. 15, lines 23-25; Col. 16, lines 1-4; Col. 5, lines 11-20). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to modify the teachings Rose with the teachings of Salvo. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine these references because Salvo 
teaches a network based inventory management and vendor-managed inventory system and 
method wherein information concerning inventory amounts and inventory ordering are provided 
to a manufacturing site and an inventory vendor, thereby permitting monitoring and determining, 
in real-time, of the inventory status of receptacles, along with automatic ordering of inventory to 
replenish the receptacles at a low price and purchasing of the inventory at a lowest price (Col. 3, 
lines 42-62; Col. 2, lines 57-61). Salvo provides numerous advantages of the system, such as, 
historical analysis of inventory use, evaluation of inventory use, automation and suggestions for 
a vendor’s manufacturing schedule, prediction of future inventory usage, lot identification, 
forecasting based on trends and economic indicators, automatic notification of inventory 
occurrences that require attention, and automatic inventory ordering (Col. 3, lines 42-62). 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 
5,963,920 to Rose as applied to claims 1-4, 10-14, 17, 20, 27, 30, 31 above, and further in view 
of U.S. Pat. No. 5,193,065 to Guerindon. 

Referring to claim 6, Rose teaches automatically sending an order for more 
manufacturing pieces (Abstract). 

Referring to claim 6, Rose teaches all the limitations set forth above, however. Rose fails 
to teach sending a copy of the order to at least one of . a purchaser, a manufacturing supervisor 
and a warehouse person. 
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However, referring to claim 6, Guerindon teaches analogous art comprising: 
automatically sending an order for more manufacturing pieces; further comprising: (d) sending a 
copy of the order to at least one of. a purchaser, a manufacturing supervisor and a warehouse 
person (Col. 5, lines 9-27). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that , 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Rose with the teachings of Guerindon. One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine these references because 
Guerindon teaches material replenishment methods that are determined by the type classification 
of the material and the material usage (Col. 5, lines 43-46), wherein the method can adapt 
quickly in response to changes in the manufacturing environment, thus insuring that material is 
delivered to the point of use in a JIT manner, resulting in a low material inventory (Col. 1 1, lines 
34-38). 

7. Claims 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. 
No. 5,963,920 to Rose in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,813,540 to Scotti. Claims 5-9, 15, 16, 18, 19, 
28, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 5,963,920 to 
Rose as applied to claims 1-4, 10-14, 17, 20, 27, 30, 31 above, and further in view of U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,813,540 to Scotti. 

Referring to claims 21 and 25, Rose teaches a system and method for automated 
replenishment notification for manufacturing pieces, the system and method comprising: 

a plurality of gravity feed racks with manufacturing pieces positioned thereon (See cover 



figure); 




Application/Control Number: 10/825,817 
Art Unit: 2125 



Page 7 



(b) sensors adjacent to the gravity feed racks, the sensors positioned to sense a presence 
of manufacturing pieces on the gravity feed racks (Abstract; cover figure; Col. 4, lines 8-24; 
element 38); and 

(c) a first processor connected with the sensors (Col. 5, lines 21-30), the first processor 
operable to automatically generate and send an electronic order to a supplier of manufacturing 
pieces in response to a signal from the sensors indicating a lack of the manufacturing piece and 
operable to communicate the order to a second processor (Col. 5, lines 30-64); 

wherein there are plural racks (cover figure); and a computer generates orders, 
independently, for respective types of items on different racks when the racks that have said 
components need to be replenished (Col. 3, lines 51 - Col. 4, line 8). 

Referring to claims 7, 9, 16, 19, 21, 25, 28, Rose teaches all the limitations set forth 
above, however. Rose fails to teach the processor is operable to sense a lack of replacement of 
the manufacturing piece after a time period in response to the sensor and operable to generate a 
reminder notification in response to the lack of replacement. 

Referring to claims 5, 6, 8, 15, 18, 22-24, Rose teaches all the limitations set forth above, 
however. Rose fails to teach the replenishment notification via email, sending a copy of an order 
to at least one of a purchaser, a manufacturing supervisor, and a warehouse person. 

However, referring to claims 1 , 9 , 16, 19, 21, 25, 28, Scotti teaches analogous art, 
wherein a computer communicates replenishment notification to another processor (Col. 8, lines 
17-34), and the computer is operable to sense a lack of replacement of the manufacturing piece 
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after a time period in response to the sensor and operable to generate a reminder notification in 
response to the lack of replacement (Col. 7, lines 29-64). 

Referring to claims 5, 6, 8, 15, 18, 22-24, Scotti teaches the replenishment notification 
via email, sending a copy of an order to at least one of a purchaser, a manufacturing supervisor, 
and a warehouse person (Col. 6, lines 1-17; Col. 7, lines 52-55; Col. 8, lines 17-34). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Rose with the teachings of Scotti. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine these references because Scotti 
teaches a system and method that provides for managing material into an assembly area based on 
actual demand of the material, such that as the need for specific parts or materials for the 
assembly process increased or decreases, so will the number or amount of material delivered by 
the supplier (Col. 8, lines 10-43). 

8. Claims 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Pat. No. 
5,963,920 to Rose in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,813,540 to Scotti, as applied to claim 25 above, and 
further in view of U.S. Pat. No. 5,963,920 to Rose in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,813,540 to Scotti. 

Referring to claim 26, Rose teaches all the limitations set forth above, however, Rose 
fails to teach a first copy to a purchaser and a notification is a reminder to the supplier with a 
second copy to the purchaser. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to have a purchaser get copies so the purchaser would not have to 
remember how many items to purchase. 
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However, Scotti teaches analogous art, wherein the notification is a reminder to the 
supplier (Col. 7, lines 29-64). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time that 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Rose with the teachings of Scotti. One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to combine these references because Scotti 
teaches a system and method that provides for managing material into an assembly area based on 
actual demand of the material, such that as the need for specific parts or materials for the 
assembly process increased or decreases, so will the number or amount of material delivered by 
the supplier (Col. 8, lines 10-43). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments filed September 26^ 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Rose does not teach automatically generating and sending an 
electronic order to a supplier. The examiner respectfully disagrees. Although Rose does not say 
the words “automatically generating and sending an electronic order to a supplier”. Rose teaches 
maintaining low adequate levels of inventory without personnel of the customer or supplier 
being required to check the stock levels at the site of the customers plant (Col. 39-50) so ordering 
can be done only when a part is in short supply (Col. 1, lines 25-32), by generating information 
and transmitting information to a supplier that indicates rows that are red identifying that rows 
are empty or nearly empty and a situation of short supply, information that indicates the number 
of boxes needed to be shipped to replenish the rows, information that indicates which parts are 
used most quickly and need to be supplied at frequent intervals (Col. 6, lines 14-42). The 
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examiner respectfully submits that maintaining low adequate levels of inventory without 
personnel of the customer or supplier being required to check the stock levels at the site of the 
customers plant so ordering can be done only when a part is in short supply, by generating 
information and transmitting information to a supplier that indicates rows that are red identifying 
that rows are empty or nearly empty and a situation of short supply, information that indicates 
the number of boxes needed to be shipped to replenish the rows, information that indicates which 
parts are used most quickly and need to be supplied at frequent intervals is automatically 
generating and sending an electronic order to a supplier. 

In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant’s invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., sending a 
copy of an order to any one of the three listed people) are not recited in the rejected claim(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification 
are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 
1993). 

Applicant argues that Guerindon fails to teach sending a copy of an order, specifically, 
sending a copy of an order to something that could be described as that of a purchaser, a 
manufacturing supervisor, and a warehouse person. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Guerindon clearly teaches that more than one supply means receive an order such as, for 
example, other companies or suppliers, or another plant within the same company, wherein the 
supply means supplies “purchased materials”. The examiner respectfully submits that in order 
for the “purchased materials” to have been purchased, they must have been purchased by 
something or someone that knew what “purchased materials” to purchase, hence meeting the 
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claim limitation of a purchaser. Furthermore, the examiner respectfully submits that no claims 
even require anyone to be purchasing anything or that an 5 ^hing be purchased at all. The 
examiner respectfully submits that no claims even require manufacturing anything at all, much 
less any person required to be there to manufacture anything, much less any other person 
required to be there to supervise any person manufacturing. The examiner respectfully submits 
that no claims even require warehousing or storing anything at all, much less any person required 
to be there to warehouse or store anything. 

Applicant's arguments do not comply with 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(c) because they do not clearly 
point out the patentable novelty which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of 
the art disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Further, they do not show how 
the amendments avoid such references or objections. 

Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1. 1 1 1(b) because they amount to a 
general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out 
how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sean P. Shechtman whose telephone number is (571) 272-3754. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30am-6:00pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, Leo P. Picard can be reached on (571) 272-3749. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

SPS 

Sean P. Shechtman 
October 14, 2005 
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